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that wisdom has died with the Jacobins. Perhaps to these
should be added a fourth—a certain helplessness before what
seems the urgent and impossible task of sifting the good from
the bad in the revolutionary system, realizing that " modern
society cannot be built outside the Revolution and yet can only
find a stable basis if it places a limit to the unlimited claims
of the Revolution/'x
Whichever of these attitudes was adopted they all had this
in common, that the Revolution acted on them as a narrowing
and limiting influence : it narrowed the field of political specu-
lation to the main problem raised by the Revolution, that of
the form of the State, and it restricted the angle of vision to
within the limits of a narrow nationalism. The Revolution was,
in fact, anything but a liberation of human thought^ at least,
in contrast to the century immediately preceding it, whatever
liberating effects it did have in the domain of action.
To speak of the Revolution having had a narrowing effect
may at first appear paradoxical. The destruction of social and
legal privileges, the recognition of freedom of conscience, the
establishment of civil equality, the carrying out of reforms in
the sphere of education, of commerce, the transfer of land from
the squirearchy to the farmer—surely all these great accom-
plishments were both the result and the cause of a broadening
of outlook, of a wider vision : the result certainly, as is evident
'from any comparison of eighteenth- with seventeenth-century
thought; the cause also, at least for those classes who had so
far been kept out of the education and civil rights necessary
for the development of creative thought and for the facing of
political responsibilities. But the recognition of this must not
blind us to the sudden arrestment in political theory due to the
particular nature of the Revolution's political achievements.
If we survey these, we see that the Revolution narrows itself
to one issue, the outward form of government. The social and
legal changes we have referred to either were the work of an
enthusiastic unanimity prior to the revolutionary era proper
(1789-1791) or they were carried out as side-issues while
public attention was concentrated on foreign war or on the
1 Anatole Leroy-Beaulieu, Revolution et Libfratisme, p. xiv.
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